050¢ O1 NO

Non-Motorized Transportation Snapshot
CMAP Environment & Natural Resources Committe

June 1, 2017

L CMAP



Phase 1 Research

A Snapshot background

A Phase 1 Research Questions and initial findings
Bicycle facilities , policies, and programs

Pedestrian facilities, policies, and programs

Equity

Safety

Economic Development

A Phase 2 findings
- Fundamentals of walkability




Overview¢ Purpose and structure of snapshot

Provide an overview of existing conditions and trend:
In nonmotorized transportation in the region,
focusing on trends and developments since 2010.

Phase 1. Analysis of broad trends in bicycling and walking
equity, safety and economic development

Phase 2. Detailed analysis of NMT trends and growth
areas, walkability indicators

Draw upon and support other ON TO 2050
development work

Review and update pertinent GO TO 2040 indicators




Overview¢ Scope

Phase 1Analysis of broad trend¢Dec. 201 Feb. 2017)

Phase 2Detailed analysis of NMT trends and growth areas,
walkability indicators
(Feb.c Apr. 2017)

Phase 3Draft the snapshot (Apg Jun. 2017)




Key Research QuestiomgsBicycling

Bicycle Facilities, Policies, Programs

A How have regional bicycle facilities been expanded since
20107

A Are there new facility designs that are increasing in
popularity ?

A What policies and programs are supporting growth in bicycle
travel?




On-street facilities

Evanston: Protected Bikeway
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Aurora: Protected Bikeway Chicago: Protected Bikeway

Credit: David Wilson, Flickr Credit: CMAP staff Credit: CDOT
CreativeCommons

Chicago: Protected Intersection
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Regional Greenways and Tralls
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City of Chicago

Non-Chicago
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Divvy Ridership metrics
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Research QuestiomdPedestrian facilities

Pedestrian Facilities, Policies, Programs

A Have there been innovations in pedestrian treatmemghe
region since 20107

A How are communities improving ADA accommodations?

Number of walking commuters
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Key Research QuestiogsPedestrian facilities

Pedestrian Facilities, Policies, Programs

A Have there been innovations in pedestrian treatmeimshe
region since 20107

A How are communities improving ADA accommodations?
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Hit by a vehicle traveling at

Key Research QuestiogsCrashes and Safety

Crashes and Safety

A How have conditions and safety for nomotorized
transportation changed?
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5 out of 10 pedestrians survive
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1 out of 10 pedestrians survive

AUTO / PEDESTRIAN ACCIDENTS

Speed | Physical Injury | Likelihood

Implications and Outcomes
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